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the body. Is the body subject to the same decree as affects the 
garment?] 


R. Yohanan objected [to this possibility], “And lo, we have learned: 
He who leaves an am haares in his house to guard it — when [the 
owner] sees those that enter and leave, the food, drink, and open 
clay utensils [in the house] are unclean. But couches, seats, and 
clay utensils sealed with a tight seal are clean [M. Toh. 7:5A -D]. 


“Now if you maintain that they have treated the body [of the am 

ha’ ares] as equivalent to that of the Zab so far as heave-offering is 
concerned, then even the clay utensils sealed with a tight seal should 
be regarded as unclean. [He can have sat on them.]” 


Said R. Judah bar Pazzi, “Interpret the passage to speak of an am 
haares with regard to an abstainer and derive no law from that case at 
all. [That is, we asked about the abstainer vis-a-vis heave-offering, not 
an am haares vis-a-vis an abstainer. |” 


Said R. Mana, “So did R. Yosé, my master, say, ‘So far as we are able 
to interpret these cases here to speak of heave-offering, we should do 
so. You should know that that is the case, for lo, we have learned there 
that even food and even clothing — everything is unclean [M. Toh. 
7:5]. Have they said that everything is unclean not by reason of 
moving [the object on the part of an unclean person]? [An am haares 
does not impart uncleanness merely by shifting an object he has not 
touched or carried; uncleanness has not been assigned to his person as 
a Zab, and the same is the fact for the abstainer. His person is not 
unclean, merely his touch or carrying.]’” 


[Along these same lines,] has not R. Yohanan stated, “There is no 
[consideration of] interposition, nor of shifting, nor of [resolving doubt 
in a strict way by reason of its appearing] in private domain, nor of an 
am haares as far as heave-offering is concerned.” 


As to the substance of the heave-offering itself, what is the law as to its 
being treated [under the rules] governing the Zab, as far as Holy 
Things [are concerned]? 


Let us derive [the answer] from the following: 


He who cuts off a reed [to store Holy Things therein] — he who cuts 
the reed and he who immerses it must undergo immersion. [So a strict 
rule applies, and implies that that same greater strictness pertains to 
what is in the status of heave-offering. ] 


